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NOTE 



1 . Applicants argue at Remarks page 2: 

"Claim 4 recites two separate components: (1) a coloring agent for color 
tone correction and (2) an optional coloring agent for color tone 
adjustment. The element (2) a coloring agent for color tone adjustment is 
then made a required element in claim 5. These coloring agents are 
different, and are specifically defined in the specification". 

However, one of ordinary skill in the art would have interpreted the term "correction" and 

"adjustment" interchangeably equivalent. It is axiomatic that limitations in the specification are 

not to be read into the claims. In re Etter, 756 F.2d 852, 858 (Fed. Cir. 1985). Applicants may 

wish to clarify their distinctions in composition, if there is any, in the next reply. It should be 

noted that the same composition in chemistry would inherently provide the same functions. 

2. Applicants argue at pages 3-4: 

"Yoshikawa and Ozawa at least fail to teach, suggest, or give any reason 
or rationale to provide that the anti-reflection film includes a separate 
specific-wavelength-light absorbing layer that is laminated to the near 
infrared rays absorbing layer on the side opposite to the transparent 
substrate film and is outside the near infrared rays absorbing layer, as 
claimed, where this specific-wavelength-light absorbing layer contains an 
adhesive and a coloring agent for color tone correction that absorbs light 
with specific wavelengths originating from the emission spectrum of an 
insert gas of a plasma display and optionally a coloring agent for color 
tone adjustment. This arrangement of the separate specific-wavelength- 
light absorbing layer, and the advantages provided thereby, are not 
disclosed or suggested by Yoshikawa or Ozawa." 

However, since Ozawa' s invention relates to a filter for plasma display panel, and teaches that 

the filter can have additional layers, such as a near-infrared (IR) absorbing layer, an 

antireflection layer, and the like. These layers may be provided in an arbitrary order. See col. 

15, 11. 27-32. It would have been an obvious modification to one of ordinary skill in the art to 



Application/Control Number: 10/569,492 Page 3 

Art Unit: 1788 

modify Yosikawa with an additional layer, which consists of a near infrared absorbing agent in a 
transparent resin, between the transparent substrate and the adhesive layer which consists of a 
coloring agent for color tone correction, as taught by Ozawa. The examiner asserts that the 
arrangement of separate specific-wavelength-light absorbing layer of the claimed invention is 
rendered obvious by the collective teachings of prior art. 

Applicants' argument directed to Yoshikawa individually at pages 4-5 ignores the 
rejection is 103 based, not a 102 rejection. 

Applicants' argument at page 6: 

"the claimed structure provides significant and unexpected results that are 
also not taught or suggested by Yoshikawa and Ozawa." 

However, since the collective teachings of prior art renders the structure and composition of the 

claimed invention obvious, and they have the same required properties for the same end use (an 

anti-reflection film for a plasma display), it is inconceivable that the results are unexpected. 

/Victor S Chang/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1788 



